TO THE READER FROM THE AUTHOR
IF you are one of those individuals who like their sociology
and politics neat, then you may as well rid yourself of this
book by wrapping it up straight away and sending it off to
Aunt Penelope or Cousin Elmer as a birthday gift. The
same applies if you demand reading matter entirely free
from bias or prejudices. You will not find it here. I rejoice
in as healthy a set of prejudices as anyone alive.
Nine years ago, during my first period of residence in
India, I came to the conclusion that the greatest thing that
British rule had done for the sub-continent was to bring
it, socially and politically, closer to unity than had ever been
achieved before in its long and stormy history. I still
thipk so. I believe it was a tragedy that when British
control was withdrawn, it was not withdrawn in favour of a
government covering the whole of what now forms the
independent states of India and Pakistan.
So when I returned to look at the new India in 1949,,
I started with a bias. Fortunately, as with most of my
prejudices, there were other considerations pulling just
as strongly in the opposite direction. That stopped me
from following the obvious course of looking only at those
changes which would prove that the partition of the country
had been unrelieved loss. My conviction that it would
have been for the best if the British could have completed
their job, does not blind me to the fact that it would only
have been for the best if the process of unification could
have been continued with the agreement and whole-hearted
co-operation of the peoples of India. It clearly could not.
And to try to continue rule over peoples whose only
politically-conscious members were almost unanimously
hostile to foreign influence could not have resulted in good
for anybody.
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